





THE GOSPEL-HUMP

THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
FOR WILDERNESS STUDY AND PLANNING

THE LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN

Nezperce and Payette National Forests







CONTENTS

SUMMARY SHEET i

CONTRIBUTORS TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
AND LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN , ix
GLOSSARY Xi
Item Page

PART ONE - THE FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT FOR THE
DETERMINATION OF THE WILDERNESS STUDY AREA
ALTERNATIVE AND THE LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN
FOR GOSPEL-HUMP

I.  INTRODUCTION

A. Planning Background 1
B. Current Planning 9
II. THE ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
A. General Description 12
B. History 14
C. Socio-Economic 15
D. Current Resource Information 17
E. Wild & Scenic Rivers 25
F.  Roadless Areas 26
ITI. PLANNING METHODS
A. General 27
B. National Environmental Policy Act 27
C. Planning Considerations and Constraints 28
1. Legal 29
2. Fiscal 29
3 Ecological 29
4 Socio-Economic 30
5 Technical 30
6. Public Involvement 31
7. Interdisciplinary Planning 31
8. Technical Review 34
D. Goal Formulation 35
1. Public Issues 36
2. Management Concerns 36
3. Resource OQutput Targets 37
E. Goals for Gospel-Hump Wilderness
Determination and Unit Planning 38
F. Evaluation Criteria 39
G. Relationship to Other Planning Units

and Legislative Proposals 41




IV.

Item

DETERMINATION OF THE WILDERNESS STUDY AREA

A.

m

J.
K.
L

Generation of Alternatives

1. Wilderness Quality Evaluation

2. Display & Explanation of Alternatives
Evaluation of Alternatives

1.  Analysis Overview

2. Interalternative Comparison

3. Interpretation

Selection of Wilderness Study Alternative
Consideration of Evaluation Criteria
Consideration of Public Input

The Recommended Wilderness Alternative
Rationale for the Recommendation

0 DN
e e o o

a. Relationship to Evaluation Criteria86
b. Relationship to Public Involvement 87

Dixie Summit-Nut Hill Roadless Area

Socio-Economic Impacts of the Recommended
Wilderness Alternative

Environmental Impacts of the Recommended
Alternative

Summary of Environmental Effects of the
Wilderness Study Recommendation

Relationship Between Short Term Uses of
the Environment and Maintenance of
LongTerm Productivity

Irreversibie & Irretrievable Commitment
of Resources

Alternatives to the Proposed Action

Consultation with Others

Wilderness and the Plan

DETERMINATION OF THE LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN

- A.

Generation of Alternatives

1. Display of Alternatives and
Analysis Overview

Evaluation of Alternatives

1. Interalternative Comparison

2. Interpretation

Selection of Planning Alternative

Consideration of Evaluation Criteria

Consideration of Public Input

The Selected Planning Alternative

Rationale for Decision

=P -

a. Relationship to Evaluation Criteria

b. Relationship to Public Involvement

87a
88
89
91

91

92
92
92
92

93

94-97
98
99-100

101

103

103

103

104

104

104
106




Item Page

D. Socio-Economic Impacts of Selected Planning

Alternative 107
E. Environmental Impacts of the Selected
Planning Alternative 108
F. Summary of Environmental Effects of the
Proposed Plan 110
1. Primary Effects 110
2. Secondary Effects 115

G. Relationship Between Short-Term Uses of
“the Environment and Maintenance of

‘Long-Term Productivit 117
H. Irreversible & Irretrievable Commitment

of Resources 119
I. Alternatives to the Proposed Action 121

VI. MANAGEMENT DIRECTION

A. Wilderness Study 122
B. Water Quality Monitoring 124
C. Relationship of the Environmental Impact
Statement to the Land Management Plan 126
PART TWO - THE GOSPEL-HUMP LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN 127

PART THREE - THE APPENDIX

Socio-Economic

History

Land Systems Inventory

Hydrology & Watershed

Wildlife

Fisheries

Timber

Grazing

Minerals & Geology

Visual Resource

Recreation

Transportation

Wilderness Evaluation

Research Natural Areas

Alternative Analysis - Data Assembly & Content
Public Involvement

Professional Background of Core & Peripheral Teams
Report on HR 3454 (Gospel-Hump)

References Cited in Parts One and Two

—t et et o el ek ] d
\l@m-hwl\)—dogkom\l@m-bwm—"

—




N - O

CO~NOYOT W

10.
1.

T W~

e
OQOWERONOGDWN

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS
MAPS

Map

Original Planning Units
Contiguous Roadless Area
Gospel-Hump Study Area
Gospel-Hump Planning Unit
Vicinity Map

Wilderness Quality Evaluation
Wilderness Study Alternative
Wilderness Study Alternative
Wilderness Study Alternative
Wilderness Study Alternative
Wilderness Study Alternative
Wilderness Study Alternative
Wilderness Study Alternative
The Selected Wilderness Study Area
Gospel-Hump Planning Unit

-2

MMmMMmOoOO ® >

Gospel-Hump Planning Unit w/Wilderness Study 123

FIGURES

Zones of Vegetation
Planning Considerations & Constraints
Relationship Between Core Team &
Peripheral Team
Sample Matrix
Interalternative Comparison
Interalternative Comparison
Interalternative Comparison
Interalternative Comparison
Environmental Impacts of Recommended
Wilderness Study
Interalternative Comparison -
Land Management Plan
Interalternative Comparison -
Land Management Plan
Environmental Impacts

TABLES

Evaluation of Alternatives
Analysis Unit Identification Data
Evaluation of Alternatives
Socio-Economic Implications
Irreversibility of Allocations

Appendix

100
109

80

103
108
120




USDA FOREST SERVICE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT

Gospel-Hump Wilderness Study Area and Land Management Plan

I
111
1V

USDA-FS-R1(17) FES (Adm) R1-78-4
Prepared in Accordance With
Section 102(2)(C) of Public Law 91-190
Summary Sheet
Draft ( ) Final (X)
USDA Forest Service, Nezperce and Payette National Forests

Administrative (X) Legislative ( )

Description of Action

The Forest Service is announcing herein (1) a Tand
management plan for 289,034 acres, and (2) a wilderness
study recommendation for 30,830 acres.

The Draft Environmental Statement spoke to a wilderness study
acreage of 236,830 acres. This does not mean that the wilderness
study in the Draft has been reduced by 206,000 acres in the
Final. It simply is not necessary to deal with the 206,000

acres since it has now been classified as wilderness by the
Endangered American Wilderness Act.*

Part One of the document incorporates in an Environmental
Statement the selection of an area recommended for wilderness
and a recommended alternative for the land management plan.
The proposed land management plan for the Gospel-Hump Planning
Unit is displayed as Part Two. Part Three is a detailed
Appendix containing supportive data.

The area originally recommended for wilderness study was

chosen from adjoining roadless portions of six planning units

on the Nezperce Forest and one unit on the Payette Forest.

Two areas were evaluated, the Gospel-Hump Roadless Area and

the Dixie Summit-Nut Hi1l Roadless Area. The value of other
resources was compared with the value of the area for wilderness
study during the evaluation. The additional study proposed

for the selected area will result in a recommendation by the

*1t is really more complicated than this. The Forest Service Study

spoke to a total of 217,830 acres for wilderness study, 30,830 acres of
which were on the Payette National Forest, and 187,000 acres which were
covered on the Nezperce National Forest. The remaining 19,000 acres

were outside the study, but included by the Endangered American Wilderness

Act.




VI

Secretary of Agriculture to the President as to whether all,
part, or none of the area should receive classification as
Wilderness.

Allocation and direction in the Land Management Plan would
result in an initial programmed sell level of 6.7 MMBF of
timber utilizing a combination of conventional, skyline, and
aerial yarding techniques. The protection of anadromous fish
habitat was a major consideration during the planning process.
Direction was developed to insure that favorable habitat con-
ditions would be available for increasing returns of steelhead
and chinook salmon as downstream escapement problems are
lessened.

Principal environmental impacts resulting from the recom-
mendations in this document are associated with timber harvest
and culture, treatment of big game winter ranges, ORV use and
wilderness. Development is planned for only a small portion
(11%) of the planning unit, but will occur in areas that now
are essentially roadless and undeveloped. Timber harvest and
road construction will result in alteration of the natural
landscape and increasing soil movement. Hazards and resource
conflicts relating to specific projects will be examined
through an environmental impact analysis prior to implementa

The plan provides for a sustained yield of both commodity and
amenity resources from the unit that will allow for employment
and other benefits to the local economy and nation, while main-
taining a quality environment.

Seven basic alternatives were considered for selection of an
an area for wilderness study. Briefly, these alternatives are:

A. A core area north of the Salmon River that includes
Gospel Mountain and Buffalo Hump.

B. That area proposed for immediate wilderness classification
by H.R. 3454.

C. Includes the area covered by Alternatives A and B north
of the Salmon River, plus much of the breaklands south
of the Salmon River.

D. The northern boundary would extend to the South Fork
Clearwater River, with the south boundary as in C.

E. The total Gospel-Hump contiguous roadless area.

E2. The Gospel-Hump contiguous roadless area plus the Dixie
Summit-Nut Hill roadless area.

F. No area proposed for wilderness study.

ii




Note:

For the Gospel-Hump Planning Unit, the alternatives from which the
Land Management Plan was selected featured the following design criteria:

1. Maximize timber harvest by a combination of logging systems,
sediment constrained at 150% of normal, maximize net present
worth, wilderness study at 187,000 acres.

2. Maximize timber harvest by aerial logging systems, sediment
constrained at 150% of normal, maximize net present worth,
wilderness study at 187,000 acres.

3. Maximize timber harvest by all systems, sediment unconstrained,
maximize net present worth, wilderness study at 187,000 acres.

4. Maximize timber harvest by nonaerial logging systems, sedi-
ment constrained at 150% of normal, maximize net present
worth, wilderness study at 187,000 acres.

An important piece of Tegislation was pending when the Draft EIS was
written for the Gospel-Hump, and it has since become law. This law is
the Endangered American Wilderness Act of 1978, and its provisions apply
to most of, but not all of this planning area.

Section 4 of the Endangered Wilderness Act speaks to the Gospel-Hump
area and provides (1) instant wilderness of 206,000 acres, (2) a
Development Area of 45,000 acres, and (3) a Management Area of 92,000

acres.

The requirements for wilderness management are established by Taw, and
will receive only peripheral discussion in this document.

Management of the Development Areas will be prescribed by this plan,
where this plan overlaps such areas.

Management of those areas outside the area covered by legislation, but
which are spoken to by this plan will be directed by the prescriptions
and standards in this plan.

Prescriptions and standards set by this plan within the "Management
Areas" must be considered as suggestions only. This is because the Taw
requires additional study of the development areas. Therefore, if the
reader has concern for these areas, he or she is advised to keep in
contact with this study. The study proposal will be made public shortly,
and will be implemented with full public involvement. The duration of
the study as set by law is four years.

Appendix 17 provides a detailed explanation of the Endangered American
Wilderness Act and a map, which has not yet been verified as the official

map .




VII Consultation With Others

In November 1977, approximately 490 brochures presenting management
alternatives were distributed to various agencies, organizations,
businesses and individuals. A response form was included. Eighty-
five responses were received, requesting either a complete Draft
Environmental Impact Statement or a synopsis of the Statement.

The following agencies, organizations and individuals received
copies of this Draft Environmental Impact Statement for review and
comment. See page 147 for their responses.

Federal

National Marine Fisheries Service
Columbia Fisheries Program Office
U.S. Department of Commerce

P.0. Box 4332

Portland, Oregon 97208

Bureau of Land Management
Attn: William L. Mathews
550 W. Fort St.,

Box 042

Boise, ID 83724

U.S. Department of Interior
Office of Environmental Projects
18th & "C" Streets, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 2024

Region X, Environmental Protection Agency
1200 6th Avenue
Seattle, WA 98101

Office of Equal Opportunity
U.S. Department of Agriculture
Room 247-E

Washington, D.C. 20250

Bureau of Outdoor Recreation

915 Second Avenue, Room 990
Seattle, WA 98174
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State

Mr. Carey Jones

Office of the Governor
State of Idaho

Boise, ID 83720

Idaho State Clearinghouse

Division of Budget, Policy Planning & Coordination
Room 122

Statehouse

Boise, ID 83720

Dr. Merle Wells

Idaho State Historical Society
610 Julia Davis Drive

Boise, ID 83706

Mr. Wayne Kidwell
Attorney General
Room 210, Statehouse
Boise, ID 83720

Idaho Department of Tourism
Statehouse
Boise, ID 83720

Bureau of Environmental Services
Idaho Fish & Game Department
P.0. Box 25

Boise, ID 83720

Warren Reynolds

State of Idaho Water Resources Board
1365 N. Orchard

Boise, ID 83720

Local

Idaho County Commissioners
Grangeville, Idaho 83530

Legislators

Me. Larry LaRocco

Staff Ass't. to Senator Frank Church
P.0. Box 8949

Moscow, ID 83843




Ms. Sandra Gabby

Staff Ass't. to Congressman Steve Symms
Lewis & Clark

Lewiston, ID 83501

Mrs. Faith Haywood

Staff Ass't. to Senator James McClure
Lewis & Clark

Lewiston, ID 83501

Mrs. Beryl Penland

O0ffice of Congressman George Hansen
1061 Blue Lakes Boulevard

Twin Falls, ID 83301

State Senator Michael Black
Craigmont, ID 83523

State Representative Harold Reid
Craigmont, ID 83525

State Representative Jim Ries
Grangeville, ID 83530

In addition, a Technical Review Panel and a group of persons referred to
as "key people" provided information. Roles of these groups are discussed
in the Public Involvement section, beginning on page 31.

Technical Review Panel

Dr. William Platts, 316 E. Myrtle St., Boise, ID 83706

Dr. Enoch Bell, Forestry Sciences Laboratory, Drawer G., Missoula, MT 59801

Dr. John Schomaker, College of Forestry, Range & Wildlife Sciences,
University of Idaho, Moscow, ID 83843

Dr. James Peek, 2231 Weymouth, Moscow, ID 83843

Dr. Maynard Miller, 514 East 1st St., Moscow, ID 83843

Kenneth M. Sowles, 962 N. Cleveland, Moscow ID 83843

Warren A. Starr, 4911 Englewood Ave., Yakima, WA 98908

Key People Group

Jerry Cathey, P.0. Box 318, Elk City, ID 83825

Jim Campbell, Wilderness Ranches, P.0. Box 232, Cambridge, ID 83610
Archie George, Red River Corrals, Elk City, ID 83525

Paul Filer, Box 144, Riggins, ID 83549

Alice Mattson, Star Rt., Box 42, Grangeville, ID 83530

Mardell Edwards, Rt. 2, Box 84, Grangeville, ID 83530
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Jim Johnson, Wickes Forest Industries, P.0. Box 153, Grangeville, ID 83530

Don McKinsey, Rt. 1, Box 70G, Kooskia, ID 83539

Howie McDowell, Inland Forest Resource Council, 320 Savings Center Bldg.,
Missoula, MT 59801

Russell Chadwick and/or Karl W. Mote, Northwest Mining Association,
W. 1020 Riverside, Spokane, WA 99201

Lewis Crea, Chairman, Idaho County Commissioners, Fenn, ID 83531

Dan Baldwin, Elk City, ID 83525

Randy Lustig, 418 South D, Grangeville, ID 83530

Gertrude Maxwell, Elk City, 1D 83525

Ed Tulloch, Dept. Health & Welfare, State of Idaho, 1525 Idaho St.,
Lewiston, ID 83501

Jack Olson, Outdoors Unlimited, 404 So.Meadow, Grangeville, ID 83530

Steve Koehler, Box 41, Grangeville, ID 83530

Byrd Barton, Rt. 2, BoOX 878, Grangeville, ID 83530

Jack Marek, 821 So. A., Grangeville, ID 83530

Herb Blewett, 705 Maple, Grangeville, 1D 83530

Dennis Baird, P.0. Box 8787, Moscow, 1D 83843

Senator Mike Mitchell, 316 Skyline Drive, Lewiston, ID 83501

Dan Lechefsky, Wilderness Society, P.0. Box 1166, Boise, ID 83701

The following organizations and individuals also specifically requested
a copy or synopsis of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement:

Bi11 Ashton, 2015 Mesa Drive, Boulder, €0. 80302

L. J. Teske, Exec. Sec., Idaho Mining Assoc., Box 1738, Boise, ID 83701

Snow-Drifters, Inc., P.0. Box 203, Grangeville, ID 83530

Al Espinosa, P.0. Box 907, Orofino, ID 83544

Rollon D. Wilson, Box 22, Kooskia, ID 83539 *

Charles R. Knowles, 1106 E. 6th St., Moscow, ID 83843

Duke, Betty & Christopher Parkening, Star Rt., Kooskia, ID 83539

Shan Caren, 930 Vista, Lewiston, ID 83501

Gwen Shearer, Shearer Lumber Products, Inc., Elk City, ID 83525 *

Peter C. Wagstaff, Wilderness Coordinator, Sierra Club, No. Idaho Group,
P.0. Box 895, Hayden Lake, ID 83835

Steven J. Didier, Box 201, Elk City, ID 83525

Joe Swisher, 3609 14th St., Lewiston, 1D 83501

Wayne Hecker, Box 221, Elk City, ID 83525

Dr. Ralph B. Maughan, Box 8314, Pocatello, ID 83209

Tom Dechert, 813 Kenneth, Moscow, ID 83843

John W. Fisher, Lewiston High School, Lewiston, 1D 83501

Ronald R. Ruddell, 1149 Ripon Ave., Lewiston, 1D 83501

Terry L. Wares, Rt. 1, Box 504, Nezperce, ID 83543

Charles H. Creason, Jr., Rt. 3, Box 195, Moscow, ID 83843

Charles A. Wellner, 439 Styner Ave., Moscow, ID 83843

William G. Hagdorn, Idaho Parks & Recreation Dept, Statehouse Mail,
Boise, ID 83720 *

Clayton L. Dahlen, Box 1061, Orofino, ID 83544

Steve Loyd-Davies. Red River Ranger Station, Elk City, ID 83525

Rev. Lester H. Johnson, P.0. Box B, Kooskia, ID 83539

" Roderick Scurlock, 4445 Mustang Drive, Boise, ID 83705

*Both vii




Mark A. Fleming, P.0. Box 9182, Moscow, ID 83843

Isaac A. Wilson 932 Park Avenue, Lewiston, ID 83501

Ray W. Yarrow, 707 Railroad Street, Apt. #10, Moscow, ID 83843 *
Garry Morrow, Box 24 Star Route, Grangeville, ID 83530

Warren I. Swanson, 2430 Capella, Redding, CA 96601

A synopsis only was sent to the following:

John R. Swanson, P.0. Box 922, Berkeley, CA 94701

Arden Lytle, Star Rt. Box 32, Grangeville, ID 83530

Nick Hazelbaker, Red River R.S., Elk City, ID 83525

Herman Kingma, Rt. 1, Box 59, Grangeville, ID 83530

Louis Alley, Elk City, ID 83525

Jerry Alley, 919 South C, Grangeville, ID 83530

Jo Moltzen, 427 Tilden,Fairmont, MN 56031

Brian Oliver, Box 439, Joseph, OR 97846

Donald L. DeHaas, RR2, Box 50A, Grangeville, ID 83530

Clarence Keller, 1302 So. Hall, Grangeville, ID 83530

Marion Vanderwall, Rt. 2, Box 10, Grangeville, ID 83530

Earl Soderburg, Rt. 2, Box 24, Grangeville, ID 83530

Don Baty, Box 26, Dixon, MT 59831

John B. Sutherland, N.E. 1420 Wheatland Dr., #17, Pullman, WA 99163

Cary Foster, Box 212, Nezperce, ID 83543

John Ferguson, Box 2123, Orofino, ID 83544

C.C. Geisinger, 516 So. Hall St., Grangeville, ID 83530

Lawrence Clark, Pres., Idaho State Bowhunters, Rt. 1, Box 57A,
Orofino, ID 83544

Irvin B. Lange, 3536 8th St. C., Lewiston, ID 83501

Lawrence L. Lyons, Star Route, Kooskia, ID 83530

Dennis Mengel, Park Village Apt. 78, Moscow, ID 83843

Martha D. Noffsinger, 1714 W. Bannock, Boise, ID 83702

Ray Bloom, Box 373, Kooskia, ID 83539

Chester D. Haight, Rt. 1, Box 32C, Kamiah, ID 83536

Donald F. Morrow, Star Rt. Box 24, Grangeville, ID 83530

John F. Schurbon, Star Rt., Kooskia, ID 83539

G. Skidmore, Well Drilling, Clearwater, ID 83521

Roger Henry, McConnell Hall, U. of Idaho, Moscow, ID 83843

Judith L. DeReus, 437 Veatch St., Moscow, ID 83843

Hugh Helpman, Jr., Star Rt., Box 45A, Kooskia, ID 83539

Dwight Wicks, Rt. 1, Box 69, Kooskia, ID 83539

Dean Grover, 113 McConnell Hall, U. of Idaho, Moscow, ID 83843

Jeff Kutner, Box 3, 627 South C, Grangeville, ID 83530

Donald R. Jenni, Box 1858, Orofino, ID 83544

George Thompson, Star Route, Nezperce, ID, 83543

Terry Edwards, Rt. 2, Box 87-A, Grangeville, ID 83530

VIII A Draft Statement was made available to the Environmental Protection
Agency on January 9, 1978.
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GLOSSARY

ABBREVIATIONS

Acre Eq. - Equivalent acres covered by an activity. For example,
if 70% of the timber cover was removed from 300 acres, it would be
equivalent to total removal from 210 acres.

AUM - The amount of forage required to support a 1000 1b. animal
for one month or 720 pounds of air-dried forage.

M - Thousand.
MM - Million.
MMBF - Million board feet of timber.

MRVD - Thousand recreation visitor day. A recreation visitor day
is equivalent to one person visiting for twelve hours.

ORV - Off road vehicles such as jeeps, motorbikes, snowmobiles, or
other vehicles designed for use on other than surfaced roads.

PAOT - People at one time, used to reflect the capacity of developed
recreation sites.

V.D. - Visitor day (see above, MRVD),

$.R. - Summer range, or those areas occupied by wildlife during the
summer months.

W.R. - Winter range.
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DEFINITIONS

Anadromous Fish - Species including steelhead trout and chinook salmon
which mature in the sea, and migrate into streams to spawn.

Environmental Impact Statement - The version of the statement of envir-
onmental effects required for major Federal actions under Section 102
of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and released to the
public and other agencies. '

Environmental Analysis Report - A process that generates knowledge of
environmental and ecological impacts, and evaluates their consequences
before activities are undertaken.

Grazing Allotment - An area administered for the grazing of domestic
Tivestock in conjunction with other resource activities.

Land Type Association - A classification Tevel of the land system
inventory that delineates areas in similar stages of development

which reflect hazards and/or capabilities. The important criteria
are soils, landforms, and association of vegetative habitat types.

Matrix - A tabular arrangement of the known resources of a land unit
against the kinds of management activities that could be imposed on
the unit so as to show how each resource would react to each imposed
activity or to a combination of management activities that might be
imposed on it.

Multidisciplinary - A planning method where each person is assigned
only a portion of the problem and their individual solutions are
combined to provide the complete solution.

National Forest Funds - Money collected as payment for use of National
Forest resources, such as timber, grazing or special uses. The counties
in which the Forests are located receive 25% of these payments.

Parameter - A fixed 1imit or boundary.

Planning Unit - A specific portion of a National Forest that is
characterized by a particular pattern of land use or topography.
The area is defined so a planning team can envision or predict the
cause - effect relationship of management alternatives.

Prescriptions - An instruction for the management of a particular
resource or area.

Resource - Anything which is useful for something, whether it be

a commodity resource such as timber or minerals, or an amenity
resource such as scenery. While all resources are not measured by
money, they all have values that depend on the individual considering
them.
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Resource Allocation - Allocations are necessary when there are limi-
Tations on either the amount of resources available or on the way

in which they can be used such that each separate activity cannot .
be performed in the most effective way conceivable. The resources
are essentially divided among the competitors for use.

Resource Output Target - In this plan, it reflects the Tevel of
desired management of a particular resource.

Sediment - Any material transported by, suspended by, or deposited

by water. Larger sized material, commonly called gravel, is a
necessary material for salmon spawning redds; smaller sized material,
commonly called sand or silt, damages salmon spawning redds.

Seral Vegetation - Refers to the vegetation that occupies a site
following disturbance. This vegetation will not reproduce itself
without continued disturbance.

STusher System - A system for evaluating wilderness quality.

Wilderness - An area where the earth and its community of life
are untrammeled (unchanged) by man, where man himself is a visitor
who does not remain.

Yarding - The operation of hauling timber from the stump to a
collecting point.
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